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Introduction
Walking is the oldest and most efficient, affordable, ShareThis
Home and environmentally-friendly form of transportation—
- Acknowledgements it’s how transit riders eventually reach their
Summary destinations, how drivers get from the parking lot to
—— the front door, and how cyclists get from the bike rack Are you looking
Vision & Goals to the business. ol
Plan Background ¢2009 Pedestrian
And walking is about more than transportation. | Progress Report

State of Pedestrian

Envitoninert Walking helps to build strong communities and is the

primary way that neighbors get to know one another. | 2010 work Plan

Planning Process Walking is also great exercise and an easy way to
Policy and Program improve your mental and physical health. U SBe RRTL
Recommendations Actions

Nearly everyone, for at least some portion of every

Project dav. is a nedestrian. That is whv the Citv of Seattle B avid e (e MECTIE TS




2009 Pedestrian
Master Plan

|dentify actions, projects,
and programs to achieve:

Safety

Equity

Vibrancy

Health




Safety

* Reduce the number and severity of collisions
Use data to make decisions

Number of Ped Collisions Per Capita

Pedestrian collisions per capita

0.00120
0.00100
0.00080 _ﬁ

0.00060

0.00040

0.00020

0.00000
2002 2002 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009




Equity

 Include historically under-served areas
* Mobility for those who don’t drive
« Use data to go beyond the “squeaky wheel”




Vibrancy, Health and Climate Action

Reduce vehicle miles traveled

 Increase walking, biking, transit use
* Build strong, healthy communities

-

|

plll \"




Prioritization Process

* Designed to focus resources where
walking conditions are difficult and

where people most need to be able to
walk.

* Prioritizes general areas and specific
locations for improvement.

* Does not dictate project type.



Understand the System We Have...

7 7\ -

CROSSWALK

« What works?
« What doesn’t work?

« Where are the gaps and
opportunities?
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2007 Sidewalk and Curb Ramp Inventory

« GIS-based
 Data Collected:

— Sidewalks (width,

material)
— Curb (type)
— Curb Ramps

(alignment, ADA)
— Filler Areas / Planting

Strips (width,

configuration, material)

— Digital Photos

Legend
Unimproved / Unpaved or No Sidewalk
Improved / Paved Sidewalk

—— Sidewalk Type Undetermined

=== Bike and Pedestrian Trails

mmmi City of Seattle Limits

Elliatt Bay
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Sidewalk Database

ppplication  Review Inspection Reports Work Order PM Part  Window

Sidewalk ID |PP@1PPRERE
Address |

Qualifier |1ST AVE BETWEEN YESLER WAY AND CHERRY ST Sidewak ID |PPR1PERERE

. Address |

Address | bt Sidewalk Inventory
== /E. E% > q D E 5 Sidewalk Type | Length [ 285 00

B = B
A [ Sidewak|D [00010006OE Cuib vne Wwidth [ 7z.00
) <
s'e: { | A;:wa I Material | Height [ o.00
Dl"!.'a;ea r = Color l Thickness I .@
Lls = B Street Side [E Filler Width 45 .00
oc |

Pedestrian Traffic Filler Type PCC
Map#t [ || vp

Surface Type PCC
From Ramp |[DI-OLD

Hl Image Proce ssing

Mid Ramp [NORMP £ . ] Description

ToRamp |DR-OLD

—Image Mode
Playback
_l Capture
__| Scan

Ready [_ [
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Sidewalk Inventory
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Eile Edit ¥iew Insert Selection Tools Window
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j Editor ¥ | - I # ~ Task: [Create New Feature

= Facilities

Public Schools

= M

Private Schools

=M

Library

= M

Hospitals

=

= Elderly Care Facility

=] Community Centers
= Bus Stops
= Sidewalks

urface Type

= Concrete
- psphalt

=== Brick, Stone,Paver

= Other

--- Unimproved
= O Transit (Metro KC and Sound Transit)

=+« Undetermined
[0 Metro Transit Revenue Service Bus Routes
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Prioritization Strategy

Building Blocks » ng:glbggg:‘eto » High Priority Areas

Demand

Equity

Corridor
Function




Demand

Based on current land use
and projected growth

Puget Sound

-

Less

Lake Washington




Demand

Demand Generators

 High demand
— University or college
— Major destination
— Light rail
— Major bus stop

« Medium demand
— School
— Major retail / grocery
— Hospital
— Community center
— Park

« Low demand
— Minor retall
— Minor bus stop




Equity

* |dentifies where
Improvements will serve
people with greatest
needs

 Criteria:
— Low income
— Low auto ownership
— People with disabilities
— Obesity
— Chronic disease
— Low physical activity

Puget Sound
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Corridor Function

e Considers street
classification and land use

* Prioritizes improvements to
auto-oriented corridors

« Connects pedestrians to
destinations

Puget Sound

-~ Lake Washington




Corridor Scoring

25 points
Regional connectors
Commercial streets

15 points
Green streets
Main streets

-~ Lake Washington

10 Points
Residential streets
Industrial streets




Prioritization Strategy

Building Blocks » ng:glbggg:‘eto » High Priority Areas

Demand

Equity

Corridor
Function




Improvement Opportunities - Along

. [0

z:’~ 4

Puget Sound

Lake Washington

Along the Roadway

Inputs include:
*Speed limit
*Traffic volume proxy
*Parking
-Buffer

*Sidewalk status



Improvement Opportunities - ACross

Inputs include:
*Speed limit
*Traffic volume proxy

*Street width

Puget Sound

Distance to next crossing
*Crosswalk/ramp status
Signal/stop control

*Collision data

Across the Roadway



Table 8: Crossing the Roadway, Segment Value Calculation

Factor/Criteria

Sub-Factor/Criteria
Use

Notes

Points Allocated

Street classifications (used to indicate
traffic volumes)

Art-Class Designation

0 (Residential and Non-Arterial
Commercial /Industrial)

3 (Collector Arterial)

2 (Minor Arterial)

1 (Principal Arterial)

Arterial Speed limit

1mph-30mph
35+
40+
45+

Road Width

0-24
24-36
36-48
48-60
61+

[=a T SN T (5, B R R R I R A
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Note: Residential areas and Interstate Highways are not counted

Distance between traffic signals and
stop signs

0-500 feet

500-1000 feet
1000-2000 feet
2000+ feet

MNote: Residential areas and Interstate Highways are not counted

Table 9: Intersection Value/Balance Calculation

Jreet of the Intersection

Number of collisions at Intersection (3
years)

10
20

Notes

* Please note that "Crossing the Roadway" scores are for intersections only.

e Intersection Average Value Raw score Points Allocated
Crossv
o Crosswalk Counted within 50 feet |3/4 crosswalks per intersection 0
of the intersection 1/2 crosswalks per intersection 1
Signal 0 crosswalks per intersection 2
Curb Ramps MNone (per missing ramp) 1
Stop Directional (per ramp) 0




nghestv Prlorltles for Improvements

Puget Sound
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Tier 1 Along the Roadway

Tier 1 Across the Roadway




Type of Improvement 2007 - 2011 | 2012 Planned 2012 -
through 3rd
Quarter
Crossing and Safety Improvements 136 42 26
(locations)
Crosswalks Remarked (crosswalks) 3,620 500 466
New and Upgraded Curb Ramps (ramps) 150 92
Pedestrian Countdown Signals 159 25 18
(intersections)
New Sidewalks (block faces) 79 12 4.4
School Zone Signage (schools) 174 10 11
School Walking Routes (schools) 25 5 6
Sidewalk Repair (blocks) 119 22 13
Stairway Rehabilitation (stairways) 23 3 3
Trees Planted (trees) 4,098 700 426
Trees Pruned (trees) 16,472 3,000 1,961
New Signals (intersections) 23 2 0
Neighborhood Greenways (miles) 0 7 0.9
Speed Watch Trailer (deployments) 321 50 50




for Pedestrians
It's the law.
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Think of the Impact
You Could Make
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